REMARKS 

Applicant has cancelled claims 9-21 and added new claims 22-28. 

In the Office Action, the Examiner indicated that claims 3-8 are allowable if rewritten in 
independent form including all of the limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 
Applicant gratefully acknowledges the Examiner's indication allowable subject matter. 

Solely to expedite prosecution of this application, Applicant has cancelled claim 1 and 
amended claim 3 into an independent claim which incorporated the entire content of claim 1. 
Claim 2 has been amended to depend from claim 3 and to clarify certain claim terms. Claim 5 
has also been amended to clarify certain claim terms. Accordingly, Applicant submits that 
claims 2-8 are allowable. 

Applicant has added new claims 22-28. They are essentially identical to allowable claims 
2-8, except the change of certain means-plus-function terms into non-means-plus-function terms. 
Specifically, the terms "driving means", "supporting means", engagement means" have been 
respectively amended to "driving mechanism", "supporting device" and "engagement element". 
As such, Applicant submits that claims 22-28 are also allowable. 

In view of the amendments and the above remarks, the rejection of claims 1 and 2 under 
35 U.S.C. Section 102(b) as being anticipated by Soto (JP404217217A) is believed to be moot. 
However, Applicant reserves the right to file a continuation application with the cancelled 
claims. 
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Based upon the above amendments and remarks, Applicant respectfully requests 
reconsideration of this application and its earlier allowance. Should the Examiner feel that a 
telephone conference with Applicant's attorney would expedite the prosecution of this 
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